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FARM POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES: 1974

An average of 9,264 000 persons Jived on farms in
rurat areas of the United States in the 12-month period
centered on April 1974 {table A). Of tha 2t1 million
people in the Nation in April 1974, 4.4 percent, or
asbout one person in 23, had a farm residence. The
estimates were Prepared cooperatively by the Bureau of
the Census and the Economic Research Service, LS.
Department of Agriculture.

Although the 1974 estimate of the farm population
was 208,000 below that of 9,472,000 for 1973, this
apparent decrease was not Statisticaily significant. The
chances are about one out of five that a decline of this
magnitude or greater would have been obtained from
the sample without any actual change having occurred
in the farm population between 1973 and 1974.

There is some evidence that the farm population was
smaller in 1974 than in 1970. The 1974 estimate was
448,000, or 46 percent smaller than 1970, The estimate
for 1974 was 6.4 million, or 40.7 percent, lower than in
1960. The average annual rate of farm population loss
for the 1970-74 period was 1.2 percent, compared with
an annual rate of 4.8 percent in the 1960-70 period.
Although the long-time downward trend in the number
of persons living on farms continues, these rates indicate
a slackening in the rate of farm population decline since
1970 (see figure 1),

Within the farm population, there was a marked dif-
ference in population loss by race. The lessening in the

This report was prepared jointly by Vera ). Banks, Economic Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, and Robert C.

Table A. Population of the United States,
Total and Farm: April 1960 to 1974

Tot 21 Farm population
residinf Numbery Percent
Year popula of of
tion 1
{ thou- p?rsons total
sands ) i thou- popula=-
sands ) tion
197d.,s0sas 211,036 9,264 4.4
1973+ ssv0as 209,445 9,472 4,5
19729999999 207,797 9,610 496
1971 ssssses 205,658 9,425 4,6
1970+ +0s+0. | 2203,235 9,712 4.8
1969.+++40- | 200,887 10,307 8.1
19684 0s0s0s 198,923 10,454 5.3
1967 v ssvs 196,976 10,875 5.5
1966ssssnss 195,045 11,595 5.9
1965sssssss 192,983 12,363 6.4
1964.,..... | 190,507 12,954 6.8
19632200 187,837 13,387 7,1
196240000 ss 185,104 14,313 7.7
1961+ 00ssss 182,298 14,803 8.1
1960, ++++.. | 2179,323 18,635 8,7

lpive—quarter average centered on Aprilj
sae "Definitions and explanations.
2pfficial census count.

Speaker and Richard L. Forstall, Poputation Division, U.S. Bureau of the Census,
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Figure 1 - FARM POPULATION 1960-74
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rate of population decline applied only to white farm
residents, Between 1970 and 1974, the number of
Negroes' on farms declined by an average annual rate
of 8 parcent, whife the white farm population showed
no significant loss. Whatever the combination of eco-
nomic and social forces that have resulted in the level-
ling out in the number of whites living on farms, ap-
parently they have not, as vet, had a similar effect on
the Megro farm population.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
FARM POPULATION

Differing rates of population Joss in two broad age
groups—under 14 years old and 14 vears old and over—
continue to affect the age structure of the farm popu-

' The data for Negroes in the text refer to persons of Negro
and races other than white. Negroes comprised 90 parcent of the
total population other than white and 87 Percent of the farm
Ropuiation other than white in the 1970 census,

lation, with young farm residents comprising a decreas
ing share of the farm total. Between 1970 and 1974,
farm children under 14 years old declined by 20 per-
cent, while there was no appreciable change in the num:
ber of farm persons 14 vears old and over. For the
1960.70 decade, the relative loss in population for these
two broad age groups was 50 percent and 32 percent,
respectively, The proportion of young children in the
farm population has fallen fr~~ nearly a third in 1960,
to a fourth in 1970, and c/ * to decline through
1974 {see figure 2 and table 1), ». o considerable degree,
this decline is a reflection of past high net outmigration
of young farm adults of childbearing age. However,
much of the decline since 1970 in the population under
14 on farms can also be attributed to the recent sharp
drop in the national birth rate, which has extended to
both farm and nonfarm areas. Between 1970 and 1974,
the share of the farm population that was under 14
years old fell from 26 percent to 22 percent, or 4 per-
centage points, while the corresponding group in the
nonfarm population fell from 28 percent to 25 percent,
or 3 percentage points.




Figure 2 - FARM POPULATION BY AGE
FOR SELECTED YEARS, 1960-74
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A comparison of the data for 1970 and 1974 indi-
cates no significant change in the proportion of older
farm residents. However, pver a longer period—1860 to
1974—it becomes apparent that the decrease in the
percentage of the young (those under 14} has been
accompanied by an increase in the proportion of older
adults {those 55 years old and over). From 1960 to
1974, the proportion of farm residents who were 55
years old and over rose from 18 to 25 percent.

There were 665,000 Negroes and persons of races
other than white living on U.S. farms in 1974 (table 2).
They comprised only 7 percent of all farm residents,
compared to 13 percent in the nonfarm population.
Although the number of Negro children under 14 years
declined by one-haif in the 4-year period 1870-74, the
Negro farm population still has a higher proportion of
youth than does the white. About a fourth of all
Negroes on farms are under 14 years of age, as com-
pared with about a fifth among white farm residents.

As has traditionally been the case, there were more
males than females on farms; in 1974 the ratio was 107

males for every 100 females. The comparabie ratio for
the nonfarm population—where femaies are in the
majority—was 93 males per 100 fernales.

LABOR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS

In 1974, three-fifths of the farm population 14 years
old and over was in the labor force, either working or
seeking work (table 3). As in earlier years, there was
some regionsl variation; farm residents who lived in
the comhbined Northern and Western States had higher
labor force participation rates than those who resided
in the South. The 1974 labor force participation rate
was 63 percent for residents on farms outside the
South, compared with 57 percent for Southern farm
pecple.

The labor force participation rate for farm residents
was slightly higher than the 69 percent rate for the
nonfarm population, This difference can be accounted
for by variations in farm and nonfarm lzbor force
participation by sex. Farm-resident men have a higher
labor force participation than do nonfarm men. In
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1974, the participation rates for these two groups
were B1 percent and 75 percent, respectively. On the
other hand, the level of labor force participation of farm
women remains below that of their nonfarm counter-
parts. Of all farm women 14 years old and over, 40 per-
cent were in the labor force in 1974; the comparable
nonfarm propOrtion was 44 percent.

The proportion of the population 14 years old and
over who were working or seeking work was higher
among white farm residénts than among Negro and
other races on farms, with participation rates of 61 and
56 percent, respectively {table 4). This racial difference
resulted from the disparity in the labor force partici-
pation of men, as there was no significant difference
by race in the participation of women in the labo.
force. In the male farm population, the labor force
participation rate was B1 percent for whites compared
with 71 percent for Negroes and other mincrity races.
This tendency for higher labor foree participation
among white farm men has been evidenced consistently
with little variation since the data were first collected
in 1967. At that time, the participation rates were 82
percent for white men and 73 percent for Negro men.

Between 1970 and 1974, there were offsetting
changes in the proportions of farm residents employed
in agriculture and nonagriculture industries, as the
downward trend in agricuiture employment and the
upward trend in nonagricultural employment con-
tinued. Since 1970, the proportion of the farm labor
force employed solely or primarily in agricultural
pursuits has fallen from 54 1o 51 percent; in 1980, 64
percent were $0 empioyed. From 1970 to 1974, the
proportion of the farm-resident work force employed
in nonfarm work rose from 44 to 47 percent. In 1960,
only a third worked in nonagricultural industries. The
proportion employed in agricultural and nonagricultural
industries was quite similar for both racial groups.

The unemployment rate continued low among farm
residents. In 1974, as in 1970, about 2 percent of the
iabor force living on farms was unemployed; the com-
parable rates in the noninstitutional eivilian nonfarm
population were 5.5 percent in 1974 and 4.8 in 1970,
The farm and nonfarm unemployment rates also differ
by race. For the population off farms, the rate of un-
employment was 5 percent for whites and 10 percent
for Negroes and other races. The rates were 2 percent
for farm whites and 5 percent for Negroes on farms
{(although there is only some evidence that the rates for
farm whites and Negroes differ statisticaily). Because
these data are a S-guarter average centered on April
1974, they do not reflect the effects of the curremt
recession.

The frequency of holding two or more jobs among
persons employed in agriculture is thought to contri-
bute to lower unemployment among farm residents.
In May 1974, 22 percent of all multiple jobholders had

at least one job in agriculture.? Two-thirds of this group
had self-employment in agriculture as the secondary
job. Thus, farm operators with dual employment who
lose their nonfarm job are not considered as unem-
ployed because of their continued employment in farm
work.

Of the 2.2 million farm residents employed in agri-
culture in 1974, three fifths were self-employed, chiefly
as farm operators. About a fifth were employed in each
of the remaining two classes—wage and satary work and
unpaid family work {table 5), However, the dominance
of self-employment as the major ciass of work pertained
only to farm males, as about sixty percent of the farm
women in agriculture were unpaid family workers. The
proportion of farm men who are self-employed has
remained essentially unchanged since 1970. At the same
time, there has been an increase in the proportion of
wage and salary workers, and a decrease in unpaid
family help. Farm females who are employed in agri-
culture are still more likely than males to be unpaid
family workers, but there has been a decline since 1970
in the proportion so employed, with increases in both
wage and salary work and self-employment.

The dominance of self-employment among males
was characteristic only of white farm residents in
agriculture, Among farm.resident Negro and other races
employed in agriculture, wage and salary employment
was the prevailing class of work. This low-incidence
of selfemployment reflects the comparatively small
number of farms operated by Negroes. According to
the 1969 Census of Agriculture {the latest data avail-
able} oniy 3.8 percent of all farms were operated by
persons of races other than white.’

The total numbes of persons employed solely or
primarily in agriculture in the United States averaged
3.8 million in 1974 {table B). Of these, only about
three-fifths lived on farms and the remaining two-fifths
commuted from off-farm residences. Although the
majority of all persons working in agriculture are still
farm residents, this proportion continues to decline.
At the beginning of the last decade, farm residents
provided three-fourths of total agricultural employ.
ment. Between 1960 and 1974, the proportion of total
agricultural workers who lived off the farm rose from
25 percent to 41 percent {in 1960, 1,370,000 of the
total agricultural Labor Force of 5,395,000 lived off
farms; see table B for 1974). Of the 3.8 million persons
employed in agriculture in 1974, 82 percent were male,

3.5 Department of Labor, Bufeau of Labor Statistics,
“Multiple Jobholding in May 1974." Monthly Labor Review,
98 {2}, February 1975, pp. 6064,

3.5, Bureau of the Census, Census of Agriculture: 1969,
vol. ¥, Generai Report, Chapter 3, “Farm Management, Farm
Operators.”
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Table B. Persons 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agriculture and Nonagricultural Industries.

by Farm-Nonfarm Residence and Race: April 1974 and 1970

Nunbers in thousnnds.

Fifures are five—Guarter nvernfes centered pn Aprill

Percont distribution
Nepro and
Total wWhite
. othey raccsd . Hegro end
Rosidonce fotal ¥hiro oLiier roces
1971 1970 1871 1970 1971 1970 1974 150 1974 1970 1974 1970
Tekal emploYed
in agriculture 3,?73 3,696 3,150 3,313 32 3an 100.0 190.0f 100.0 | 100.0] 100.0 100.0
Farm rosidentse e 2,2]2 2,333 2,109 2,158 133 175 59.4 63.1 61.1 65.1 .2 45. 8
Monfarm residents.. 1,531 1,383 1,31 1,153 1920 207 10. 6 36.9| 38.8| d4.9| S8, 51.2
Toatal om-
Bloyed in
nohagricul-
tural indus-
[ I T /3,683 ?5,375 71,55? 68,183 9,136 8,213 i0a.0 109.01 100.0| 100.0| 1000 100.0
Farm vesidents. ... 2,078 | 1,878} 1,956] 1,739 123 13¢ 2.5 2.5 2.6 2.8 1.3 1.7
Xonfarm resldents.. | 81,615 74,197 72,601 66,-‘123 9,014 8,071 97 .5 97.5 97.4 a97.4 8.7 98.3
Table C. MNonfarm Residents 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agriculiure. by Class of Worker and Sex:
Apri! 1974 and 1970
Sunbers in thousands. FiBures are five~dunrter averafts centored OfL l\pril]
Percent distributlon
Both scxes tale Female
Clnzs ol worker Both soxes Mnle Femo e
1374 1970 1974 1970 1971 1970 1974 1970 1974 | 1970| 1974 1970
Total ogricul-
. tural workers. 1,531 1,163 1,268 1,143 262 220 100.0 100.0| 100.¢| 100.0| 100.0 100.0
Self-cmPloyed work-
o o 155 124 412 196 44 28 29.7 J1.1| 32.5| 34.6| 16.8 12.7
Wage and sala?y
WOTKO M B e vanssnsnnn 1,018 RY2 H3n Fat: 186 153 &6.1 64.0 85.5 62.9 T.0 69.3
Unpaid family work-~
CTSevannnsnnnnnnnt 3n &6 27 7 a3z 30 3.0 4.8 2.1 2.4 12.2 17.7

Q

and the numerical dominance of males is apparent
among agricultural workers with a nonfarm residence
as well a5 among those living on farms. tn 1974 about
two out of every three wade and salary agricultural
workers lived off farms (see tables € and 5}, In contrast,
self-employed and unpaid workers in agricujture are
mainly farm residents.

There were 1.5 million agricultura! waorkers who lived
off farms in 1974, an increase of 168,000, or 12
percent, since 1970 itahie C). Unlike their farm counter-
parts, who {as noted earlier} had variations in the class
of worker distribution by sex and race, these nonfarm
resident agricuityral workers were predominantly wage
and salary workers regardless of their race or sex.

In 1974, there were about 2 million persons who
resided on farms and worked in nonagricultural Indus-
tries {table 6}. These farm resident nonagricultural
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workers were also preponderantly wage and salary
warkers regardless of their race, sex, or region of resi-
dence,

COMPARISON OF SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS
OF THE FARM AND NONFARM POPULATIONS

Table D provides a comparison for 1974 of several
key characteristics of the farm and nonfarm popula
tions, with separate data by race. More than one-sixth
of the farm population lives within standard metro-
politan statistlcal areas {SMSA’s) as these were defined
in the 1970 population censys publications. Most of
these metropolitan farm residents are accounted for
by certain SMSA’s that comprise large individual coun-
ties, in which there is important farming activity as well
as a large urban center. Onefifth of the white farm
population lives within SMSA's, but this i true of only
about one-twelfth of the MNegro farm population of
Megro and other races,
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Table D. Selected Characteristics of the Farm and Nonfarm Populations, by Race: 1974 .
Tatal white Negro and ather races
Choracteristic .
Totnl Farm Nonfarm Tatal Farm Nonfarm Tatal Farm Nonfarm
PERSONS!
TAlalesnsssnsnanssnnnssnnnss thOUSINGS, - 208,105 9,285 198,840 188,500 8,610] 172,88 28, 602 855 20,547
Wt rOPalitadite s e s s nesssn o thausangs., 142,223 1,723 140, 500 121,875 1,673 | 120,200 20,347 T 20,300
Plrtetibe . ounsranyenmtontnren crnnes 68,0 1B.4 0.7 67.1 19.5 69.5 76.5 7.3 76.%
NOAMCT FOPG LEDTe o vt vy s n e - ThOWL 4005 .+ 65, 882 7,542 58,310 55,628 8,435 52,650 8,255 07 5, 847
POITEN o evsnssmsnsmnarsnnsnorrnnsnn 31.7 2.4 28.3 32.9 B0.5 30.5 23.5 92,7 2.8
ALY A S cnssrnresnrrsnsrnanrsnrrinrnn 10D.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 160.0 160.0 100.¢ 18400
[ T I I O . .3 21.3 24.4 3.4 21.2 23.5 30.5 25.8 30.6
11 40 L9 Yearierirrivnririiriinrnrren 11.7 11.0 11.6 11.5 13,5 11.4 13.5 16.9 13.5
0 to I KeNue e i nr ey 4.5 11.8 0.0 2.6 .8 23.0 22.4 15.4 22.8
a5 ta 149 10.9 11.2 1.8 10.% 11.5 10.9 104 7.4 1q0.4
45 to &1 20.48 35.9 20.3 21.2 6.2 21.0 18.3 2% 16.1
£S5 years and O¥OFsersrrsrrrrrrsrrann 9.9 12.5 9.8 10.4 12.5 10.2 7.0 2.2 .6
FasLLIES®
Total FAmillufeeeosnnonss e thousands. , 85,051 2,542 52,501 an, 919 2,397 46,523 6,134 43 5,988
Vebropalitan., . ... 37,317 LY 36,832 a3, 584 L] 32,117 4,723 18 4,715
PRrcont,eyrenyn. 6T.8 15.0 0.1 6G.5 19.5 89.9 77.2 11.0 .7
Sgmmet ropalltan 17,736 2,058 15,670 16,335 1,429 14,406 1,400 139 1,413
PETCONE v vmnnsnnnsnransnssnmnnsrnnsnn az.2 L) 29,9 33.4 8O 5 31.0 22.8 89.0 21.3
ALL EYPOSrnynensmnrsrnnsrnrsrnnsrrnsans 1a0.0 100.9 100 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 100.0
fuzband-wile. .. P 85.0 5.0 .7 7.7 2.8 7.t &.9 2.8 3.4
Cther male head 2.6 3.5 2.6 2.4 1.4 2.3 4.3 5.8 4.3
Fomzle huead. . . 12.4 1.5 12.7 9.9 4.0 10.2 1.4 11.7 32.3
AL wlZ0Berensnsnensannsnnnsnnnsnnnsnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,80 1000 100. 0 100,04
2 DOTSOME ... vnn 37.1 37.5 37.4 38.4 36,1 38,4 29.4 26.% 28,7
3 to 5 Bersans. 52.4 | . 4.8 52,5 53,5 49.3 5%.6 51.8 0.7 5.1
f AF mare persans. 10.2 13.8 10.0 2.1 12.5 2.0 id. g 34.5 14.2
Mral sizt af FADIl¥eennn.cnnsnnsnnssn 3.44 3.60 3.1 3.38 3.54 1.0t 3.90 +. 46 3.89
Mean mumber af own childron-—
Unidor 1H ¥earSaurn.nvsnnsnnnsnnnsnsns 1.1% 1.12 1.18 1.11 1.11 1.11 1.47 1.25 1.48
tnder 6 ¥lars... 0.341 0.26 0.34 .33 0,37 0.33 .42 0.33 .43
THACE 3 ¥OarSersersnsansarnrransnssne 0.16 .12 0.16 0.15 0.12 D.16 0.19 8.2 0.1.
Peroent of Famliiecs with members--
TRACT 1H ¥OOTSeavvrrnrrrannnrranrnaan 56.5 Sb. 6 56.m 54,8 49,8 55,1 70.0 a3.d 70.1
18 L0 A FeaTSeermsrmnansnnnsnsnsnsny 92.5 83.3 o2.7 92.2 88,4 91,3 3.4 L] #3.5
A5 ¥OUTT AND W OTvsnvennsrmnrssnsnsns 17.7 24.2 17.1 17.9 3.8 17.6 15.6 30.3 15.5
FERTILITY!
Childrcoa ever boen per 1,000
womet e¥CT married--
15 t0 24 ¥OOTaeernsnrannsnnnsnsnsdany aso 984 [ ¥1) ki 923 ] 1,250 (») 1,341
25 to 34 Yoars.... 2,002 2,448 2,028 1,977 2,422 1,064 2,440 {B) 2,442
35 £0 4 ¥CATTrvnrrrnrrnnransrrnrnrne 2,111 3,604 3,087 3,030 3,453 3,006 3,854 () 3,614
Vapried women 14 to 39 yerrs ald:?
Birthe T date POT 1,000 wOMEN.rsnnxs 1,538 2,462 1,940 1,021 2,420 1,802 2,312 8) 2,295
I4Metioe births oXpoctod per 3,800
WOMUTIe v v vsmannnsrrnrnannssssnnsnnses 2,546 2,973 2,50 2,515 2,931 2,500 2,843 4:1] 2,80
.
FAMILY TNCoME®
TFatal {OMLLLCS.ennssnnonens-thousands .. 55,712 2,348 53,314 49,451 2,284 47,168 5,262 i13 6,148
Familics bY 1874 LNCOME.rsrsssrnnrrnsns 100,10 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 14400 100.¢ 180.0
Less than 34,000 or loss. %.0 186.1 8.6 Tk 1.9 7.0 2.7 as.s 1.4
34,000 to 39,999 enrirnans 26.9 31.9 6.6 2%.8 1.5 25.4 37.0 9.4 as.9
310,000 to H14,990. . csrnrsrnnrnnrnian 24.4 20.4 4.6 25.1 0.8 28.3 1040 .0 io.4
13,000 a0 OUETrerrrrrrnrnssnsnssnss a0.8 ar.7 40.2 2.9 31.7 42.5 2.2 10,8 22,6
Medron family income (1974 collars):
1OTercsnnernesnnannannonnnrornsnrres $12,836 | $lo,431 | $az,982 13,358 | $p,750 [ 439,466 38,263 $s, 467 48,324
< e P 13,373 11,149 13, 480 13,987 13,517 14,102 a,420 5,072 8,523
BETR s cinnannrannrannerransadernsstnss 13,108 10,436 13,237 13,614 10,741 13,767 8,376 6,034 d,458
157 varrerarvernrernanvsvrsssnrorrras 11,523 8,780 12,706 33,995 f,026 13,193 2,176 4, 509 8,203
1T 0n nvmnsrmsnsmsnssnnsnnsdnsntrnnss 12,531 4,806 12,714 11, 000 8, 815 13,198 #2715 3,090 8,422
Familiedeserrarrrsarrnran FEEEE T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 _ 0.0 100.0 3.0 100.0¢ 200.0
Belaw Lowsincome 1ovCleseeressssnsses 9.2 i4.2 B.9 7.0 12.7 a.8 28.0 45.1 25.4
Above low-income 1evelesessvessennsss 490.8 B5.8 91.1 95.0 7.3 9.4 740 s4.9] | T4.4

D Dnac lgas than 73,000. .

Doty are April-centored amaual averages for 1974 {see "Dofinitions tnd Explamstions”), See tobles E, G, ond Nl for standard etror.

?pata Crom ¥arch 1974 Curront Populution SurveyY, Sce Current Pomulation Reportd, Serics P-20, No. 278, "Household and Family Charmcterie-
ties: March 1874." S tables F, I, and J for standard orrera. N

*pata from Juna 1574 Current Populatiem Survey. Sep Curvent Population mrgl, gerles P-20, Ne. 297, Fortility Bxpoctutions of Apsrican
wamen: Junc 18¥4." See toblc L for hases ond table ¥ for stondard ertors.

D3t 1leited o currentl¥ married women ISpoyting on htrth expectetions. Soo toble L for banes obd teblo X for dtandard orFors.

#pats relars to ipcome Ln 1874, from March 1975 Current Population Survey. Sce Curreng EEE“!EH&D Donoytn, Burden P-00, Wo. 05, "lonny
Income and Poverty Stotus of Fomilies and Porpons in the Unitcd States: 1574 {Advonce Acport]’ ond the Loythcoming Sories P-60, Hon. 101 on
102.
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The age distribution of the population shows some
significant differences between farm and nonfarm resi-
dents. The percent of population under 20 is about the
same for the two groups, as is the percent from 35 to 44
yvears of age. However, the percent of the population
aged 20 to 34, the younger adult years, is much lower
for farm residents (15 percent) than for the nonfarm
population {23 percent}. On the other hand, the percent
in the age groups above 44 is much higher in the farm
population than in the nonfarm population.

About 92 percent of farm families have both husband
and wife present. Only about 5 percent have a fernale
head, as compared with 13 parcent of nonfarm families.
There is some evidence that a higher percentage of
Negro farm families have a female head than is the case
with white farm families.

The average size of farm and nonfarm families does
not differ significantly, Nevertheless, relatively large
families {those with six or more persons} constitute a
larger share of farm families (14 percent) than of non-
farm families {10 percent}. Among Negro farm families,
as many as 35 percent have six or more petsons. com-
pared with 18 percent of nonfarm families of the same
race.

The larger size of farm families; however, results not
from a larger number of children, but from the presence
of relatively more elderly persons. The number of own
children per family is about the same for the farm popu-
lation a5 for the nonfarm population. The percent of
farm families that have members under 18 years of age
is considerably Jower than for nonfarm families, but
the percent having members 65 years of age and over
is much higher.

The fertility of farm women continues higher than
that of nonfarm women. Data for June 1974 indicate
there i$ some evidence that the average number of
children born to ever married farm women aged 35 10
44 vyears (3,604 per 1,000 women) differs from the
3,087 children per 1,000 nonfarm women in the sama
age group. Among farm women aged 25 to 34, the
average of 2,448 children ever born is siightly higher
than the 2,022 per 1,000 for nonfarm wormen. Howeve.,
for the youngest women of childbearing years, those
aged 15 to 24, there i§ currently no significant differ-
ence in the number of children ever born for farm
and nonfarm women. ’

Data on birth expectations are available for a group
of married women aged 14 to 39 in 1974. The farm
woman in this group expected to have 2,975 births per
1,000 women, or about 18 percemt more than the
corresponding group of nonfarm women. This group of
farm women had already had 2,462 births per 1,000,
compared with 1,840 for the nonfarm women.

7

The contrast between farm residents and the non-
farm population is especially striking in regard to
income. The median income of farm families was
$10,430 in 1974, compared with $12,930 for nonfarm
families. Although there is still a difference of about
$2,500 (24 percent of the farm median family income}
this gap is only ahout 60 percent of that in 1970 as
measured in constant (1974) dollars. Farm median
family income in 1970, in terms of 1974 dollars, was
about $4,100 less than that of nonfarm families. Since
1970, the median income of farm families has increased
by about 21 percent, while that of nonfarm families
has increased about 2 percent in constant doliars.

. The contrast between farm and nonfarm farnily
income is particularly sharp among families with heads
of Negro and other races. Their median farm family
income was only $5470 compared with $8,320 for
nonfarm families. The median income of Negro farm
families was also in sharp contrast with that of white
farm families {$10,750), being barely haif as large.

The proportion of farm families who are poor {below
the low income level) is approximately S0 percent
higher than for nonfarm famifies, even though the
official criteria for “low income” are set somewhat
lower for farm residents than for the ponfarm popula-
tion. The proportion of Negro farm families below the
fow incorne level {45 percent} is about five times as
high as the National average for all families and about
four times as high as that of white farm families.

RELATED REPORTS

Comparable figures for 1973 appear in Farm Popula-
tion, Series Census-ERS (P-27}, No. 45, and earlier re-
ports were published annually beginning in 1961,

Beginning with 1972, the data are not strictly com:
parable with data for earlier years because of adjust-
mentsin sample design and survey procedures occasioned
by 1970 census data. However, the effect on compar-
ability with prior data is not considered sufficient to
warrant revisions of earlier statistics. Application of
1972 procedures to data for March 1970 fowered the
farm population 14 years old and over by about 75,000,

" Although not fully comparable with CPS, farm popu-
lation figures for 1970 for the United States, States, and
counties appear in chapter € of 1970 Census of Popula-
tion, Volume I, Characteristics of the Population:
characteristics of the farm population by States are
presented in chapter P,
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Tabié 1. FARM POPULATION. BY AGE AND SEX: APRIL 1974 AND 1570
{Numburs Lan thouSanda. FlEures are Tive-quarter averages ecntered om April)
Pureoent disrribution
Both sexes Vale Foemnlce
ree Both uetes Yale Female
1974 1970 1971 1970 1574 L9 LyT4 by it 1074 187C
ALl aBesd. . ovvvimans a 26t 9,712 1,785 3,0 1,178 1,708 LMY, £ 1tk Lo, D Le,a 1M, 0 130, 0
Upder M yonrs,........ 1,530 2,490 1,021 1,271 wiH 1,216 21.6 25,0 21,3 25.3 21,8 25.H
11 years and ovet...... 7,265 7,222 3,764 3,730 1,500 3,182 7.4 7.1 78,7 .5 4.2 74.2
11 v 19 yenrS..o.a.. 1,297 1,316 702 711 985 602 4.0 Ll.6 14.7 14.3 13,3 i2.8
20 o M yeary....... GHg 0E 330 269 2589 nz L' 3.2 6.8 5.4 B 4.0
29 to 3 oyears....... o TTO Son a7l aomn 39% B, 7.9 B.1 7.4 A,7 8.5
3 o M oyears..ia 1,037 1,061 il Sle 3§56 a1 1i. lg. & in. 3 (LI ] 12.2 11.5
A5 o 34 Yoars....... 1,27 1,250 530 Bik 608 631 1. 1.5 15,z 124 13.6 13.4
55 o 8 yeurs. ..., 1,160 1,202 L%} ugl 513 5631 1z, 1z.1 12.9 12.8 12.2 Li. 2
B3 yrars and over.... 1,159 1, L2 ful Sy 354 521 12, 11.4 12.8 12.0 12,5 1.1
"
Table 2. FARM POPULATION. BY RACE AND SEX, FOR BROAD AGE GROUPS: APRIL 1974 AND 1970
(Nymbera 1n thouannds. FLEYres nre {lve~quarter averafes centered op April)
Perecnt distribution
Doty SEXGE Maxle Female
Afe RhE ruoG Doch sexey Male Female
174 1970 1074 1970 1974 a7 1a7d 1971 150 1974 1970
TORAE, i vvivsnrsrsn 9,261 %,712 4,785 5,004 4,470 4,708 100,90 100, 0 Log. o 100, 0 100.u [ R3]
WhAL®esrrsrvsrrssrenses &, 608 8,778 3,447 4,524 1,161 4,251 02,9 60.4 2,9 0.1 ° 0.3
Negra and pther races. . [:5:1] ags pnt] 480 317 A58 7.1 +.7 7.1 5.6 1 u.7
Lnder M Vears....... 1,599 2,490 1,021 1,271 win 1,218 L0 100.0 Lo%.0 we,0 | 1000 100,0
WAL s st tnrmnmtssnn 1,629 2,152 93 L, Ha7 1,051 L1 HE .1 1.3 w1 T w41
NeEra and other races.. 170 338 #W 173 B 163 7 13.6 B.7 13.6 3 11.8
14 yenrs and ovor. ... 7,285 7,222 a,764 3,730 3,500 2,192 1960.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 1000 100,0
WHAER s cvnsansnnrmessns 6,779 6,623 3,513 3,121 3,264 3,200 i, 0.7 93.4 91,8 a aL.5
l NeRro and other rices.. 1H5 Gon 249 o 236 293 G, L) 6.4 B2 + f )
Table 3. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF THE FARM POPULATION 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER, BY SEX,
APRIL 1974 AND 1970, BY REGIONS, APRIL 1974
(Numbera in thousands, Figures are [Iv0-quRTTOT averakes Centuered an April)
r— Pereent diareijotlon )
, Tatal and Herth and
Labur [oTee SL2Tus gnd sex Wel Toral Keut Sputh
1971 1970 1974 1970 1614 1874
Both BEXeR, , .\ epysrranay 7,205 7,222 1,570 2,693 Log,0 100.0 1640.0 Loo, o
Labor [OTCE. . ver ivresnnrasrrrnnrrranrey 1,419 4,393 2,884 1,535 0.8 59,1 63,1 57.0
Not LA LADDY [OraE. . snsrrrnnrrnnnnnsnns 2,845 2,929 1,685 t, 161 9,2 40,6 6.9 43.1
Labor FOTEE., .\ v rrnrrrrrsrrrrrsnrres 4,419 2,283 2,814 1,535 0.¢ 100.¢ 100.0 160.0
Employed. , errarnan 4.321 5,211 7,820 1,092 o7 .8 9t, 1 af.1 07.2
ACCLCULIEUre, . crenraniny . 2,242 2,333 1,918 Toz 30,7 1.3 653.4 15.7
NaonRgricultural industries.. 2,078 1,878 1,280 788 47.0 1.7 M. 1.4
UREmPLOYEd. . sseprsnnrnnrnrynsansnsrs 98 56 9 2.2 1.8 1.9 4.8
MAl e ivsssnvarsnssrrvennsarvennnnree 3,764 3,730 2,386 1,378 ino.0 180.¢ 100.0 1po.0
LaDOF [OFQ8. vversrrrsnsnsnsrnrnnsnsrnan 3,003 2,874 1,5 1,058 80.& ¥9.7 82.2 7.8
Net 10 1abor folfe.cervrirrrarnrnnsannn 131 411 an 194 20.3 17.2 23.2
Labar [arfe. . onrsasnsbansnnnsrnnsrnsssn 3,043 2,974 1,975 1,058 1000 100.0 100.0 100,0
EMPLOYEdn vesrnrnarnrnnser 2,985 2,032 1,949 1,038 LR 3.0 96,7 97,9
ABTIOULEUT®. o s vvvrnrrrssnrrranrans 1,832 1,902 1,243 389 0.4 64,0 G2.8 55.7
nonoxrictiltural industries, ., ...... 1,153 1,030 T 148 aa.n M. 6 5.4 42,2
Unenplo¥ed. oonre s rsrn s 18 26 22 1.8 1.4 1.3 2.1
FOBALC. | \vrrensrsarnsnnnsarasasnss 3,500 a,402 2,183 1,317 100.0 100,0 16040 100.0
Labor [olCl. ... rrrrrrrarstnrssnnrdnnnns 1,385 1,319 foa 77 39,6 a q1.8 6.2
Mot in lAaBGE fOTE€..errerranernrsannsns 2,115 2,173 1,274 341 B804 2 58.4 43,9
Labor [Gr0¥, 40 rrrrarrssrssnnannransns L3683 1,319 204 AT too.o 100.0 100 100.¢
EDPL1OFEds s nasssntsansresrirnaen 1,338 1,279 879 156 96,4 -0 26.5 5.6
AETICULBUTE: oo rrsnrsnsra s 410 431 2o 112 9.8 7 az.7 2.7
Nonugriculrural industries 825 a2 343 65, B A B4.1 71.9
29 21 3.8 .0 3.2 4.4

I UnemPloXod. ve vrvrrarsassrrrrssrrssansy 30
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Table 4. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF THE FARM POPULATION 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER,
BY RACE AND SEX, FOR REGIONS: APRIL 1974

(Humbers in thousands. Figures gres [ive~quarter averages centered on April)

Percent distribution
Laber force status, roee, Total North ond b
and mgx wta Wast Sout worth and
Total Hest South
WHITE
Both SEXE5. vt rciicrrninsnsasss 65,779 4,530 2,249 100.0 100.0 lou.9
Lobor forom s rrrsitananrensransrtanntn 1,149 2,858 1.281 61.2 63,1 57.4
Not In 1labor [OTCB«cerrarsrrmmsnrsrrsnis 2,631 1,872 859 38.8 a6.9 42.6
Labal FOrce. cvesrerrrnsnncsasssrstncnsns i.148 2,858 1,291 100.0 100.0 100.0
EMPLOYet. ., , covereesnsrvssnnnnsmarensan 4,060 2,804 1,261 8.0 o5.1 97.7
ABriculture. . . ... . vrvsnrarnraranres 2,109 1.528 3B 50.56 53.5 A5.0
Nonagricultural industries.......... 1,856 1.27% 680 47.1 44.8 52,7
VnemPloYed. . oot s rnsrnsrnrsans a4 54 50 2.0 1.9 2.3
S 3,515 2,364 1,151 100.0 100.0 100.0
Lohor [ouct. oo virrrrinnrorannesnsrsnnrs 2.857 1,938 899 81.3 B2. 8 7H.1
Wot im 1lebOT FOTCO. cvviirvrrrrirriran 659 407 282 18.7 17.2 21.9
LODOT [OrC8. . svvrrrrrrsrsnrsnranssnranes 2,857 1,958 899 100.0 10Q.0 100.0
Emplo¥ed. ., verrrrrarnarrennsserrasann 2,817 1,933 B84 98.4 8.7 .5
ABTLCUHIEULE. v v e v s v sranrnroran 1,783 1,233 184 60,3 63.0 54.5
Nonagrlcultural industries..,....... 1,091 Ton 594 a8.3 as.s 43.a
UREMPLOFCH. . o v v vrrrrrrrarasrrnrnssnes 10 25 25 1.4 1.3 1.7
FEMALE: sreretmsmsrararrsasnsstsssann 3, 264 2,168 1,098 100.0 100.0 i00.0
LODOT [OXGe. +vvrrrrrrsrrsarsarssntonsnns 1.292 00 392 39.6 1.6 as.7
Mot 151 1abor FOrCC.sssarrirosrsanssssnss 1,972 1, 266 T06 604 58,4 B4.a
LaboT fOrCe. soonesrrssarsnnsannsssrrsartes 1.202 900 a92 100,90 100,90 0.0
1 1 P 1.24% a7l 377 95.6 86.8 bg.2
1.3 2 FLET0 4 T L 86 295 91 29.9 az.a 23.2
Nonmagriculturnl industries... o o..vn 462 576 286 86.7 81.0 73.0
UnemPloved., . vvvivrenusrrransarssrasns 44 24 15 3.1 3,2 3.8
MEGRO AND OTHER RACES
BOth S8XKEB.vvvvvrrrvarrnnnirsornes 485 59 146 1900 [4: 1 1043.0
LABOE FOPQO. s rmsrvsrrsrnsrsastonmnns 270 26 244 55.7 [¢:H S4.7
Not in laber [forcc cvrresnsnranrsrrsnes 215 1a 202 44.3 1) 15.3
Labor [orce. cvserrerrassrcrsarasrsinrsass 270 26 244 100.0 (n) 100, 0
EMPIOYOd, o v vsrrsrsorsnrssnrsnmansan 256 25 21 4.8 (m a7
AErICUlture. v vvr it s st sar e 133 12 121 49,3 (B} 19.6
Nonagricultural {ndustrie®.......... ¥ ] 14 109 46.4 () 44.7
UREMPIOYEd. o v vrrrunurnransnssrrernns 14 L. i3 3.2 [£:) 8.3
1 24n 22 227 1%0.0 (B 160.0
LaboT FOTCE. st vnretcrrarsnrrssnnrsetvansn 176 17 138 0.7 {B) 10.0
Not in 1ObOT fOrC&....vvarvsrrrrrrnsrns 73 5 68 29.a (B) 30.0
Lobor FOPCO. crrvrvrresrrrnrrrrrrsnsrrnns 176 17 159 166.0 [1:}) 1680.0
EMPIOYEA. L. vt rs st st 168 16 152 95.5 (B 5.4
ABELCULEUTE . cvv v s v srssnrrsrsrsns 108 9 29 1.4 m 62.3
Nonogricultural industries.......... GO 7 53 as.1 i) a3.a3
UnemPloFed. .. vvverarsnrrrrasanrrrsnnns 3 1 ¥ 4.5 4:3] 4.4
FoMOlO, o s vrermerar et trrarsnsrsrane 236 17 219 100.0 1{13] 1043.0
LADOY [OTCO . v sverrrasarnrrrrsosasrsrsres 93 B a5 9.4 (o) as.e
Not 4n 1abor FOECE. . rvrrrrirrarrrrrrres 143 L] 1as 60.6 ) 61.6
Labor forcB.cerrrrrrrarrssrrsrrrraranss 93 8 a5 100.0 {® 1¢9.0
EmPlo¥ed. cvcvivrsvrsrrrrrrsrsnrsrrants ar a 79 3.5 (B} 92.9
ABTICHIEUTE. ¢ v re s vnsrtsaansrnennsn 25 a 22 26.9 [4:1) 25.9
Nonagricultural Industrios.......... 63 & 87 67.7 {ny 87,1
Unomployed. ..o.iurerninnvsssrossnsenes L] - ] 6.5 [¢:}] 7.1

« Reprogcnts Zero or rounds to zere.
B Base less than 75,000,

Q
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Table 5. FARM RESIDENTS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER EMfiE;OYED IN A RICU URE BY CLASS OF
WORKER, RACE, AND SEX, APRIL 1974 AND 1970, AND BYR IONSAPRIL 1974
e -
{Number® 1n thousnnda. Flgures are five-Quarter pvorsgea centerud of APn11) . .
A . Pl
B 2 ) N O .
arth oL . Pe;:cent ark @Gflun
Talal and South ' - El
Class of worker., race. . [ Ji + h nnd
Wi 2 ’
and sex st X ) _‘]}» ‘4&"‘; _£n1 ;- out , Sauth
= . - >
19741 1970 1974 TR & Jore” \:k;s'm 7 1874 1674
b h A
. e FHE Y “w : 8
TOTAL AGRICULTURAL WORKERS W ot
iy Y ﬁ??" ‘J‘a‘?
T .
BOth BUXES. ... ..aeee..s 2,292 2.333 1,540 702 f?gg‘ A-l?‘ 100.0 160.0 100.0
< ’
801 L-enploped workeTs.. . v .1 .. 1.350 1,411 a4t ane | . gz '\.s_-_qg.s LT S ga.s
Wage and SalaT¥ workers..... - £l 385 274 195 . .9 L 1n.F 7.8
Unpaid (omily workers....... 23 526 324 2] 14.9 29..5 f::331] 14.1
. P .
MALE. et ve i aeas 1,832 1,902 1,243 369 Gldw 00.0 100.0 we.n
S011-emPLoYOd WorKEPS. s, vesee . ennn. 1,266 1,352 880 386 | T Tedayg « ma 10.8[ - 645
Wake and 50lary wirkerS........... 303 344 230 163 .8l i8.3 18,5 27.7
Unpaid family wobkers. .. ...oveuraes 173 200 133 16 -.;y?.d 6.8.
Female. eevsnnsenrns 110 an 207 113 ' 100.0
Scli-amPlo¥ed warkers. . covv.vsnn... 84 ] 62 22 .19.5
Wag® and S0IArY warkers.. vvesenvss ) 46 44 3z 24,3
Unpald family workeTS.....o.oor ... 250 328 191 59 sé‘z
WHIiTE
Ll
Noth SE%R_ . oo rnrannanns 2,109 2,158 1.528 381 i00.0
Sell-onployed wOPMERE. ..., .ceeane. . 1,310 1.358 937 in 6-1.%‘
Wage and salary worKersS.......oe.ees 3a7 209 w7 120 20.7
UnpPuid [amily workers. . a.vesssssns 412 501 b}~ ] Lio 88 15.1
- 1,723 1,762 1.233 490 100.0
Selfompluyed workers.......uuues 1,228 1,304 oTE as2 Tl.6
Wage and salary workers. ... ........ 328 71 221 104 21.2
rPotd Camily workery............ .. 167 187 133 3 Gég
b T 386 - 396 295 a1 100.0
Soli-employed woTKOTS..wus . isuas.a. 82 04 61 21 23.1
Wage and s8lory workers...... 58 20 43 16 -¥7.6
Unpald Fomily workers...... . 245 314 191 54 39.3
v’
NEGAD AND OTHEN RACKS \
Bobth S0Ye=. ivivimiisnvavsarss 133 175 12 121 100.0¢
. Lajlir
Sel lonPloyed WorkeTs . . «osevvevyn a1 53 5 ﬁhﬁ 28.8
Wage ond sala' workers............ B2 a7 7 Ts 6z.0
UnPaid family oordOTs....ovvvuvesss 11 2% 1 10 8.3
I Y 110 9 29 106.0
SeifvemPloyed Worlerd....v.vcue.us. kL 48 4 35 45.4
Wage ond 5alary workers............ 65 79 6 59 %.59.6
Unpald Tamil¥ workers.......ovvvns. 5 - 1% , - E] 3.1 ° .
i s? . Pl
FOMDIR . ¢o vvuuvsvnvpvnvesvnnsnns 25 a5 1 a a2 (B)
Se1l-0nDLOYOd WOPKOES . ox v . orronrss 2 5 Ao 1 AN
Wage und SALATY WOTKETS.....ooovrs. 17 18 A 16 ! {B)
UnPold famblY WorkersS......ovonoees & 12 W, 1 & (BY
1 L TR - 1

~ Represcnts zero or rounds ta Zéro.
1 Base lesa than 75,000,

Q ) :
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Table 6. FARM RESIDENTS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER EMPLOYED IN NONAGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES.
BY CLASS OF WORKER, RACE, AND SEX, FOR REGIONS: APRIL 1974

» (Yumbers in thousands.

Figurea agre [ive-quarter avernges cent€red on APrill

Flass ol worker, race,

North and

Berrent distributlon

*

Tatal Auuth . 5 M
g - howt » 7 * o
an, b ox Total ’hnr‘.l:i"'lﬂd Sourh,
L ~ ’ ' ri-y‘?"
TOTAL SONAGRICCLTERAL hORAERS ﬁr‘
Both SeXtSercre.rrrarirrrrracrar. o, MR 1,249 THE 10,0 0.0 topao
Solf-emPlived sirkers. oo ccsiararsassnas B ] 98 1 .3 T.H 9.4
Wagts and alary wolKeTh v rarrrsasrann 1,546 1,80 T il B oi.5 _ 685
URPRLd family WOPKETS oy, veeatansirnnsar n 12 a L. 0.9 UL RS
[

MOLC . suur s st rariaratanantrranias 1.153 Tu? 144 HNS] 1¢ek.n 100.0
Selr—employed wolkerS..ovoesrtrrararnar 123 T 51 10.8 1u0.3 P
wage and salary work@rs...cire.criicrans 1,025 £32 KUX] neLD #9. 1 . TR
YnPaid Tamlly workerS.e.ercasrranasanrs 1 1 3 o0 . ([ .y

T R L LT 825 1,34 343 15,0 lair. o 100.0
Seli-emDlaved worKul 3. o verercasrranas 1 25 22 5.2 4.3 6.7
Wage i 521aFY workerS.evurrararrrrras 861 G186 aul ud.l a91.2 91.3
Topaid family worKeTB. o ruiirirrsinarans b1:] 10 L] 1.7 1.7 1.7

WHITE
BOTh HeKeM.invrvrrarsorrsrrarrrans 1,85 1,278 G0 100.0 100.0
Self-cmPloycd wOTKEIS.rrrrrrasraasrrass 166 26 ™ 8.5 7.5
WaEe and shlary workers..veriorraarrras 1,769 1,1¢8 BO1 =11 | 91.5%
topaid famlly wOTRErM..sriarrrrrasaraan 20 11 ) 1.0 o.8

MalC, cvarrarsarrrrrnrrsinssnnassans 1.094 00 31 100.0 ing.0
Self-enPloyed wolkKerd. oo ricrrrrriranan 124 73 L] 11.1 10.4
Wape and salaly wOTKETH.vrruirarararrrns aca 625 343 88.5 K9.3
ToPaid fomily workerS.cririirrirrriraas 4 1 a n.4 o1

FOmalE.rrrsrrrarerasnsrrarnaarrnsss 862 516 ’ 286 100.0 100.0
Self-omPloyed woTker®..vvviiirrrarrrras 45 23 %z 5.2 1.0
wage and Salary worKCrS..eesvrsarrananss "ol 543 L58 az.9 , 94.3
Unpaid family worker®......cooeeiineans 16 ih L] 1.9 1.7

HEGRQ AND CTHER HACES
Both BeXOS..verarrrraranrrrarrrar 123 14 109 1000 . [£:1)
SELE-emPloyrd WOCKETS,varrassrasssasssn 6 2 4 1.9 : )]
WoEe and SAIArY workers....iieriiriaass 117 12 10% #5.1 R £}
Unprid foamil¥ workers..ovoorirraarrraas - - - - 5:H

Mole. . orrerrrrvrrarrorrarrrrersrane 60 T 53 (0} (B)
Soll—ompHoYod WorKeFS . rererrrrarrsanes 3 - a {B} im)
Wage and MLaFY wOrKErS.ervrrrrrirrrens 57 ? 50 [ H {B)
Unpaild family workerS.eeveruvrrasrrrrns - - - (-} [$:H

FOMALE srrsrrrsrrrrirrrrrrssarrrary 63 6 57 [:) €]
Setf-emploYed workorS.orerrirraraiiares a 2 1 [5:9) B}
Wage and #Alary workeTr#...vvvrrrrrrrars 60 5 55 (s) in)
Unphid Enmily wolkerd...ouvraresarrrres - - - o) (B

- Represents zere or rounds to zero.

% Anse less than 75,000.

e . ) w
¥
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APPENDIX

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Population coverage. With the exception of the totat
population shown i table A, all figures in this report
relate to the civilian noninstitutional population. The
total population shown in table D (208,105,000 differs
from the estimated April 1, 1974 total civilian popula-
tion (209,308,000} chiefly in excluding the institutional
population, but alse because the five-quarter average
centered on April 1974 was slightly lower than the esti-
mated noninstitutional total for that month. For the
Current Population Survey, both the institutional and
military components of the population are regarded as
entirely nonfarm.

Farmpopulation.! In the Current Population Survey,
as in the 1960 and 1970 Censuses of Population, the
farm population consists of all persons living in rural
territory on places of 10 or mbre acres if as much as
$50 worth of agricultural products were sold from the
place in the reporting year (for the CPS, the preceding
12 months}. It also includes those living on places of
under 17 acres if as much as $250 worth of agricultural
products were sold from the place in the reporting year.
Persons in institutions, summer camps, motels, and
tourist camps, and those living on rented places where
no land is used for farming, are classified as nonfarm,

Since April 1960 farm residence has been determined
in the Current Population Survey by the responses to
two questions. Owners are asked, “Does this piace have
10 or more acres?” and renters are asked, “Does the
place you rent have 10 or more acres?'’ If the response
is ““Yes,” the respondent is asked, "During the past
12 months, did sales of crops, livestock, and other farm
products from this place amount to $50 or more?” If
the acreage response is “'No,”” the inquiry relates to sales
of $2560 or more.

Farms located within the boundaries of uroan terri-
tory, con:nrising a small minority of all farms, are not
treated as farms for population census purposes, and
their population is not included in the farm population.
Urban territory includes all places with a population of
2,500 or more and the densely settled urbanized fringe
areas around cities of 50,000 or more. Beginning with
the 1972 estimate, the estimated farm population is
limited to the rural territory as determined in the 1870

'In August 1975, the U.S. Department of Agriculture end the
Bureau of the Census announced a change in the official definition
of a farm. In the future, 8 farm will be defined as any place from
which $1,000 or more of agricultural products were sold, or
would normally be sold, from the place in the reporting vear.
However, the flgures presented in this report are based on the
definition in Use from 1960 to 1975 which s deseribed in the
text.

Census of Population. In the Current Population Sur-
veys of 1963 through 1971, the urban-rural boundaries
used were those of the 1960 Census of Population and
did not take into account the annexations and other
substantial expansions of urban territory that were
incorporated into the 1970 Census of Population. The
net effect was to classify an unknown number of
persons as rural farm in the Current Population Surveys
of 1970 and 1971 who were treated as urban {and hence
nonfarm} in the 1970 census as well as in the Current,
Population Surveys beginning in 1972,

Under CPS procedures a place is classified by farm or
nonfarm residence at the time the household enters the
sample. Prior to April 1963, this initial classification was
retained in mMost cases, without re-examination, for the
entire 16-month period in which a household remains in
the sample. {A household is in the panel for 4 months,
drops out for B months, and then is reinstated for 4
months.) In view of the continued decline in the farm
population, it is likely that some places which qualified
as farms on entrance no longer met the criteria toward
the end of the 16-month period. Since April 1863 the
questions concerning farm residence have been re-asked
of all households as they are reinstated in the sample a
year after their first interview. The precise effect of the
procedire has not been measured. It is not thought to
be great, but the direction of change is almost certainiy
toward a lowering of the 1963 and subsequent farm
population estimates in comparison with what the
former procedure would have yielded.

In the Current Population Survey, unmarried persoens
attending college away from home are enumerated as
residents of their parenis” homes, whereas in the Census
of Population such persons are enumerated as residents
of the communities in which they live while attending
college. The effect of this difference is to classify a
larger number of college-aged persons as farm residents
in the Current Population Survey than would be so
classified under decennial census usage,

Nonfarm population. The nonfarm population com-
prises all persons living in urban araas and all rural per-
sons not on farms,

Five-quarter averages centered on April. April-centered
annual averages of the farm population for the years
1970 through 1974 were computed by using data for
the five quarters centered on the April date for which
the estimate was being prepared. For example, for April
1974, quarterly estimates for the months of October
1973, and January, April, July, and October 1974,
were used with a weight of one-gighth given to each of
the two October estimates and a weight of gne-fourth
to each of the estimates for the other 3 months. One
reason for the choice of April as the date for centering
population estimates is that this is the detennial census
month.
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Agpril-centered annual averages for persons under 14
years by race and sex, and for persons 14 years old and
over, by race, sex, age, labor foree characteristics, and
region were also computed for 1974 by using data for
the specified characteristics for the five quarters centered
on April 1974,

Metropolitan-nonmstropolitan residence. The popu-
{ation residing in standard metropolitan statistical areas
{SMSA’'s} constitutes the metropolitan population. The
metropolitan population in this report is based on
SMSA's as defined in the 1870 population census
publications and does not include any subsequent addi-
tions or changes. For the 1970 census, except in New
England, an SMSA is a céunty or group of contiguous
counties which contains at least one city of 50,000
inhabitants or more, or “twin cities” with a combined
population of at least 50,000. In addition to the
county, or counties, containing such a city or cities,
contiguous counties are included in an SMSA if, ac-
cording to certain criteria, they are essentially metro-
politan in charactér and are socially and economically
integrated with the central county. In New Eng’ nd,
SMSA's consist of towns and cities, rather than
counties.

Geographic regions. The major regions of the United
States for which data are presented represent groups
of States, as follows:

North and West: Northea#st, North Central, and
West rewivns combined.

fhurtheast: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts,
MNew Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Bhode {sland. Vermont.

North Central: llinois, Indiana, lowa, [Kansas,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Morth Dakota,
Ohio, South Dakota, Wisconsin.

West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colerade,
Hawaii, ldaho, Montana, Nevada New Mexico, Oregon,
Utah, Washington Wyoming.

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, District of
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maryland, Mississippi, North Caralina, OQklahoma,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West
Virginia.

Age. The age classification is based on the age of
the person at last birthday.

Race. The population is divided intc three groups
on the basis of race: white, Negro, and “other races.”
The last category includes Indians, Japanese, Chinese,
and any other race except white and Neoro. In this
report, “'other races’” are shown in combination with
the Negro population.
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Family. The term “family,’”” as used in this report,
refers 10 a group of two Or more persons related by
blood, marriage, or adoption and residing together;
all such persons are considered as members of the same
family. Thus, if the son of the head of the household
and the son’s wife are in the household, they are
treated as part of the head’s family. On the ather hand,
a lodger and his wife not related to the head of the
household or an unrelated servant and his wife are
considered as additional families, and not a part of
the household head's family.

The mean size of family is derived by dividing the
number of persons in families by the total number of
families. In the classification of families by number of
family members, the head of the family and all other
persons in the family are included. The number of
family members is the same as size of family,

Head of family, One person in each family was
designated as the head. The head of a family is usually
the person regarded as the head by members of the
family, Women are not classified as heads if their
husbands are resident members of the family at the time
of the survey. Married couples related to the head of
a family are included in the head’s family and are not
classified as separste families.

Type of family. The classification of families by type
is based on the sex and marital status of head. Families
with a head and wife present are termed "husband-wife”
families. Earnilies in which the spouse of the head is not
present are famllies with "other male head” or "female
head’’ depending on the sex of the head.

ann chitdren. "Qwn* children in a family are single
{never married} sons and daughters, including step-
children and adopted children, of the family head.
The mean number of own children is derived by dividing
the number of children of a specified age in famlhes
by the total number of families. g

Marital status. Data refer to present marital Status.
The primary categories of marital $tatus are single
{never married) and ever married. The following sub-
categories of ever married may be distinguished: {1)
married, spouse present; (2} married, spouse absent
{excluding separated); (3) separated; {4) widowed; or
(5} divorced.

i .

Lifetime birth expectations. Lifetime births expected
are determined by adding any additional births a woman
expects to the children she has already borne, If any.
Questions regarding expected additional births were
asked in June 1974 of women 14 to 39 years old who
were currently married (Spouse present or spouse absent
excluding separated}.
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Births to date. In table D, in the data on birth ex.

ctations of wives, the number of "births to date’
has the same meaning as the number of children ever
born.

Children ever born. The term "children ever born''
refers to the total number of live births reported by
ever married women. Included in the number are
children born to the woman before her present mar-
riage, children no longer living, and children away
from home, as well as children who were still living
in the home.

Labor force and employment status. The Jefinitions
of labor force and employment status in this report
relate t¢ the population 14 years old and over.

Labor force. Persons are classified as in the labor
force if they were employed as civilians, unemployed,
or in the Armed Forces during the survey week, The
"eivilian lebor force” is comprised of all civilians classi-
fied as employed or unempioyed.

Employed. Employed persons comprise {1} all
civilians who, during the specified week, did any work
at all as paid employees or in their own business or
profession, or on their own farm, or who worked 15
hours or more as unpaid workers on a farm or in a
business operated by a member of the family, and
{2} all those who were not working but who had jobs
or businesses from which they were temporarily
absent because of illness, bad weather, vacation, or

.abor-management dispute, or because they were taking
time off for personal reasons, whether or not they
were paid by their employers for time off, and whether
or not they were seeking other jobs. Excluded from
the employed group are persons whose only activity
consisted of work around the house (such as own home
housework, painting or repairing own home, etc.} or
volunteer work for teligious, charitable, and similar
organizations.

Umemployed. Unemployed persons are those
civilians who, during the survey week, had no employ-
ment but were available for work and (1) had engaged
in any specific jobseeking activity within the past 4
weeks, such as registering at a public or private employ-
ment office, meeting with prospective employers,
checking with friends or relatives, placing or answering
advertisements, wiiting letters of application, or being
on a union or professional register; {2} were waiting to
be called back to a job from which they had been laid
off; or {3} were waiting to report to a new wage or
salary job within 30 days.

Mot in the labor force. All civilians who are not
classified as employed or unemployed are defined as
“not in the labor force.” This group who are neither
employed nor Seeking work includes persons engaged
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only in own home housework, attending school, or
unable 10 work because ¢f long-term physical or mental
illness; persons who are retired or too old to work;
seasonal workers for whom the survey week fell in an
off season; and the voluntarily idle. Persons doing only
unpaid family work {less than 15 hours) are also classi-
fled as not in the labor force.

Agriculture. The industry category “‘agriculture’ is
somewhat more inclusive than the total of the two
major occupation groups, “farmers and farm marnagers’’
and "farm Jaborers and foremen.” It also includes
{1) persons employed on farms in occupations such asg
truck driver, mechanic, and bookkeeper, and {2) persons
engaged in activities other than strictly farm operation
such as cotton ginning, contract farm services, veteri.
nary and breeding services, hatcheries, experimental
stations, greenhouses, landscape gardening, tree service,
trapping, hunting preserves, and kennels.

Nonagricultural industries. This category includes all
industries not specifically classed under agriculture.

Multiple jobs. Persons with two or more jobs during
the survey week were classified.as employed in the in-
dustry in which they worked the greatest number of
hours during the week. Consequently, some of the
persons shown in this report as engaged in nonagricul-
tural activities also engaged in agriculture and vice versa,

Class of Worker

Selfemployed workers. Persons who worked for
profit or fees in their own business, profession, or trade,
or who operated a farm either as an owner or tenant.

Wage end salary workers. Persons who worked for
any governmental unit or privete employer for wages,
salary, commission, tips. pay “‘in Kind,” or at piece
ratas.

Unpasid family workers. Persons who worked with-
out pay on a farm or in a business operated by a person
to whomn they are related by blood or marriage.

Income. Total money income is the algebraic sum
of the amounts received in the preceding calendar vear
from each of the following sources: {1) Money wages
or salary; {2} net income from nonfarm self-employ-
ment; {3} net income from farm self-employment;
{4) Social Security or railroad retirement: (5} dividends,
interest {on savings or bonds), income from estates or
trusts, or net rental income: (8) public assistance or
welfare payments; (7) unemployment and workmen's
compensation, government employee pensions, or
veterans’ payments; (8) private pensions, annuities,
alimony, regular contributions from persens not living
in this household, and other periodic income.
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Recaipts from the following sources are not included
as income: (1} Money received from the sale of property,
such as stocks, bonds, a house, or a car {unless the
person was engaged in the business of selling such
property, in which case the net proceeds would be
counted as income from self-employment); (2] with.
drawals of bank deposists; {3) money borrowed; {4} tax
refunds; {5} gifts; and (6} lump.sum inheritances or
insurance payments.

Family income. The total income of a family is the
algebraic sum of the amounts received by all income
recipients in the family.

In the income distribution for families, the lowest
income group (less than $4,000) includes those families
who were classified as having no income in the income
year and those reporting a loss in net income from farm
and nonfarm self-employment or in rental income.
Many of these were living on income *in kind,” savings,
or gifts; or were newly constituted families, or fami-
lies in which the sole breadwinner had recently died
or had left the household. However, many of the
families who reported no income probably had some
money income which was not recorded in the survey.

It should be noted that although the income statistics
refer to receipts during the preceding year, the com:
position of families refers to the time of the survey.
The income of the family does not include amounts
received by persons who were members of the family
during all or part of the income year if these persons
no longer resided with the family at the time of enu-
meration. On the other hand, family income includes
amounts reported by related persons who did not
reside with the family during the income year but who
were members of the family at the time of enumeration.

The median income is the amount which divides the
distribution into two equal groups, one having incomes
above the median, and the other having incomes below
the median. The medians for families are based on all
families.

Low-income {poverty} definition. Families and un-
related individuals are classified as being above or below
the low-income level using the poverty index adopted
by a Federal Interagency Committee in 1969. This
index is based on the Department of Agriculture's
1961 Economy Food Plan and reflects the different
consumption requirements of families based on their
size and composition, sex and age of the family head,
and farm-nonfarm residence. In order to keep the
poverty index constant over time, the thresholds are
updated annually based on changes in the Consumer
Price Index. The low-income threshold for 2 nonferm
family of four was $5,038 in 1974, $4,275 in 1972,
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and $2,973 in 1959. Corresponding low-income thres.
holds for a farm family of four were $4,302 in 1974,
$3,643 in 1972, and $2,539 in 1959,

In analyzing data on the low-income population, the
following limitations should be noted. The low-income
concept has been developed in order to identify, in
dollar terms, @ minimum level of income adequacy for
families of different types in keeping with American
consumption patterns. Based on an analysis of the
percent of income devoted to food expenditures, an
estimate was developed of the minimum cost at which
an American family, making average choices, can be
provided with a diet meeting recommended nutritional
goals. Consequently, it is an overall statistical yardstick
which reflects the different consumption reguirements
of families of different size, taking into account family
composition and farm-nonfarm residence. Insofar as
individual circumstances or consumption patterns
differ, the doflar value of the low-income threshold
for a given family size may not représent the money
income required by an individual famifly t0 maintain
a level of economic well-being equivalent to other
families with similar incomes.

Rounding. The individual figures in this report are
rounded to the nearest thousand. With few exceptions,
the individual figures in this report have not been
adjusted to group totals, which are independently
rounded. Percentages are rounded to the nearest tenth
of a percent; therefore, the percentages in a distribution
do not always add to exactly 100.0 percent. Tha totals,
however, are always shown as 100.0. Percentages are
based on the rounded absolute numbers.

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

Source of Data. The estimates in this report are based
mostly on data obtained from the Current Population
Survey {CPS) of the Bureau of the Census for 1960,
1970, April 1974, and March 1975. The data in tables
A, B, and C, tables 1-6 and part of table D are based on
Aprilcentered anhual averages. {See Definitions and
Explanations.} Table D also contains {1} data from
March 1974 CPS on household and family character-
istics of farm and nonfarm families, (2} data on income
and low-income status for the year 1974 obtained from
March 1975 CPS, and {3} data on fertility and birth
expectations obtained from June 1974 CPS. Some data
were also obtained from the 1989 Census of Agricul-
ture.

Current Population Survey. The present Current
Population Survey sample is spread over 4861 areas
comprising 923 counties and independent cities with
coverageé in each of the 50 States and the District of




.Columbia. Approximately 47,000 occupied housing
units are eligible for interview each month. Of this
number, 2,000 occupied units on the average, are visited
but interviews are not obtained because the occupants
are not found at home after repeated calls or are
unavailable for some other reason. In addition to the
47,000, there are also about 8,000 sample units in an
average month which are visited but are found to be
vacant or otherwise not t0 be interviewed.

In 1970, the sample was spread over 449 areas
comprising 863 counties and independent cities with
coverage in each of the 50 States and the District of
Columbia. Approximately 50,000 cccupied households
were eligible for interview each month.

The data collected in 1960 in the CPS were based on
a sample spread over 333 areas comprising 841 counties
and independent cities with coverage in 50 States and
the District of Columbia. Approximately 36000 oc-
cupied households were eligible for interview each
month.

The estimation procedure used in the CPS involves
the inflation of the weighted sample results to inde-
pendent estimates of the civilian noninstitutional popu-
lation of the United States by age, race, and sex. The
independent estimates for 1974 and 1975 are based on
statistics from the 1970 Census of Population, and
statistics of births, deaths, immigration and emigration,
and the strength of the Armed Forces, from 1970 to the
Survey date. The independent estimates for years prior
to 1972 are based on statistics from the 1960 Census of
Population.

1969 Census of Agriculture. Data obtained from the
1969 Census of Agriculture are based on a complete
census count. The 1969 agriculture census data relate to
calendar year 1969,

Reliability of the Estimates. Since the CPS estimates
are based on a sample, they may differ somewhat from
the figures that would have been obtained if a complete
census had been taken using the same schedules,
instructions, and enumerators. As in any survey work,
the results are subject to errors of response and of
reporting, as well as being subject to sampling varia-
bitity. The reliability of an estimate is described in terms
of standard errors, which are primarily measures of
sampling variability, that is, of the variations that occur
by chance because a sample rather than the whole of the
population is surveyed. As caleulated for this report, the
standard error also partially measures the effect of
certain response and enumeration errors, but it does not
measure, as such, any systematic biases in the data. The
chances are about 68 cut of 100 that an estimate from
the sample would differ from a complete census figure
by less than the standard error. The chances are about
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90 out of 100 that the difference would be less than 1.6
times the standard error, and the chances are about 95
out of 100 that the difference would be less than twice
the standard error.

All statements of comparison appearing in the text
are significant at a 1.6 standard error level or better, and
most are significant at a level of more than 2.0 standard
errors. This means that for most differences cited in the
text, the estimated difference is greater than twice the
standard érror of the difference. Statements of com-
parison qualified in some way (e.a., by use of the phrase
“some evidence) have a level of sighificance between
1.6 and 2.0 standard errors.

In order to derive standard errors that would be
applicable t0 a wide variety of items and could be
prepared at @ moderate cost, a number of approxi-
mations were required. In addition, where two or more
items have nearly equal standard efrors, ope table is
used to represent them. As a resuft, the tables of
standard errors provide an indication of the order of
magnitude of the standard errors rather than the precise
standard error for any specific item.

The figures presented in tables A-1, A-2, and A-3 are
approximations of the standard errors of various CPS
estimates shown in this report. Table A-1 shows
standard errors of estimated numbers of persons for
April-centered annual averages for the farm population.

Table A-1. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of
Persons in the Farm Population for April-Centaered
Annual Averages

(68 chances out of 100)

Size of estimate Standard error
(thousands) (thousands)
-1 6
=1 1 9
100.......... e eeeeaaes 13
-1 1 20
S500. . it nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 29
1,000, . ... 00 iiinrnanrnns 42
2,500, ... i 70
5,000. ... ...t 107
10,000. . ... . iiiiinnnn 173
15,000, . .. 0iivnnrnnnnnns 235
Note: For standard error for metropoli-

tan residence, multiply the standard errors
above by 1.4. TFor standard errcrs for per-
sons in farm population for April-centered
annital averages for the years 1960 tc 1966,
multiply the above standard errors by 1.2.
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Table A-2 shows standard errors of estimated numbers
of persons for April-centered annual averages for the
total or nonfarm population employed in agriculture
and nonagriculture. Table A-3 shows standard errors of
estimated numbers of families by farm and nonfarm
residence for income and low-income characteristics and
household and family characteristics.

Table A-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of
Persons in Total or Nonfarm Poputation Employed
in Agricufture and Nonagricultural Industries for
Aprif.Centered Annual Averages

{68 chances out of 100}

Standard error of
estimate {thousands}
Silze of Emplo{edlin n:n-
agricultura
(giiézﬁi;) Employed 1in industries
agriculture
T°ot:1 Negro and
white other races
25.... . 6 4 4
1 ¢ S 8 6 [
100, ........ 12 9 8
250......... 18 14 13
S500. ... ... 27 19 18
1,000....... 39 27 25
2,500....... 67 43 37
5,000....... 105 60 47
10,000...... 176 84 44
15,000...... (x> 100 (X}
25,000...... (x> 123 (X)
50,000...... (X) 152 (x})
100,000..... (x> 126 (XD

X Not applicable.

Note: For standard errors of estimated
numbers of persons in the total and nonfarm
population for April-centered annual aver-
ages, use column 3 for total or white ang
column 4 for Negro and other races.

The reliability of an estimated percentage, computed
by using sample data for both numerator and denomi-
nator, depends upon both the size of the percentage and
the size of the total upon which the percentage is based.
Estimated percentages are relatively more reliable than
the corresponding estimates of the numerators of the
percentages, particularly i the percentages are 50
percent or more. Tables A-4 through A-B contain
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standard errors for estimated percentages calculate.
from CPS data. Table £.4 contains the standard errors
of estimated percentages of persons for April-centered
annual averages for the farm population. Tables A-B and
A-B contains the standard errors of estimated per-
centages of persons for April-centered annual averages
for the nonfarm population employed in agriculture and
nonagriculture, respectively. Tables A-7 and A-B contain
the standard errors of estimated Percentages of farm and
nonfarm familigs, resPectively, for household and family
characteristics with factors to be applied to the tables to
get standard errors for income oF low income data.

Table A.9 contains standard errors for fertility rates
and table A-10 contains estimates of the number of
ever-married women and number of women currently
married, reporting on birth éxpectations, needed to
calculate standard errors in table A-9. Standard errors
for values within the ranges of Tables A.1 through
A-9 may be approximated by interpolation.

Note when using small estimates. Percentage distri-
butions are shown in this report only when the base of
the percentage is greater than 75,000. Because of the
large standard errors invalved, there is little chance that
percentages would reveal useful information when com-
puted on a smaller base. Estimated totals are shown,
however, even though the relative standard errors of
these totals are larger than those for the corresponding
percentages. These smaller estimates are provided pri
marily to permit such combinations of the categories.
serve each user's needs,

lllustration of the use of tables of standard errors.
Table 2 of this report shows that in 1974 there were
4,785,000 ‘males living on farms. By interpolation, table
A-1 shows the standard error {axl of an April-centered
annual estimate of this size to be approximately
104,000, The chances are 68 out of 100 that the
estimate would have been a figure differing from 2
complete census figure by Jess than 104,000, The
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have
been a figure differing from a complete census figure by
less than 208,000, i.e., the 95 percent confidence
interval would be from 4,577,000 to 4,993,000,

Of these 4,786,000 wmales 338,000 or 7.1 percent
were of Negro and other races. Table A-4 shows the
standard error of 7.1 percent on a base of 4,785,000 to
be approximately 0.5 percent. Chances are 68 out of
100 that the estimated 7.1 percent would be within 0.5
percentage points of a complete census figure, and
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would be
within 1.0 percentage points of a complete census
figure, i.e., the 95 percent confidence interval would be
from 6.1 to 8,1 percent.
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. Table A-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of Families For Household, .
Family, Income, and Low—Income Characteristics

(68 chances out of 100)

Standard error of estimates
! {thousands)
Household and family Income and low-income
characteristics® characteristics
Size of estimate
{thousands) Nonfarm Nonfarm
Farm Total or Negro and Farm TFotal or Negro and
white other races white other races
2599!!9!’09990999‘!0!99 8 6 6 7 5 5
=L T 12 8 8 10 7 7
100--0.-.--.0.------.00 16 12 11 14 10 10
b L1 26 19 18 23 16 15
500‘!9!!9!999!99!!99!9! 37 26 25 32 23 21
1,000, . 0siisrisssrascs 53 37 34 47 33 29
2,500, .. s i s 111 58 51 7 51 44
5,000, iv0isnnsinnses . 133 82 64 117 72 55
10,000, . vsusurinarris 211 114 62 186 99 53
15,000, ... iasiiiniinns 283 136 (X} 250 119 (x)
25,000, ., iniiiririnanns (x) 169 (X) {x) 147 (x)
50,000, ... cnrrrrinannnn {x) 211 (x) {X) 182 {X)
. 100,000, ., 4.\ 0rvennesns (X) 197 (x} {x) 162 (x)

X Not applicable,
'For standard errors for metropolitan or nonmetropolitan data, multiply the appropriate
standard errors by 1.4,

Table A—4. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons in Farm
Popuiation For April-Coentered Annual Averages

(68 chances out of 100)

Base of percentage EBstimated percentage
(thousanda) 1or90 | 2oroe | 50r95 | 10 or 90 | 25 or 75 50
250000..00000040.04.949-. 2.5 3.5 5,5 7,6 10,9 12.6
509999999-999999999999994 193 295 399 5.4 7.7 3.9
100000400000000-000000000 1-3 103 2.3 3.3 5,5 6.3
250-04-040094900.99000000 003 191 147 2.4 3,5 4.0
500999'9!990999999-’09’00 006 O’B 1’2 191 294 203
1,00000-0-0.0040000094000 004 006 099 1.2 1.7 2,0
2,500’0400090000-govvovoo 003 004 006 003 141 103
5,00099999999919999999999 092 o 3 044 0.5 0.3 0.9.
10,000, s0usivrnssrrcrsns 0,13 /4‘?2 0.3 0,4 0,5 0,6
15,0000-40090-9--00000090 001& 0‘14 002 003 004 005

Note: FOr metropolitan or nonmetropolitan standard errors, multiply dppropriate standard
errors above by 1.4, For standard errors for persons in farm population for April-centered
annual averages for the years 1860 to 1966, multiply above standard errors by 1.2,
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Table A-5. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons in Nonfarm Population Employed in Agriculture
for Aprii-Centered Annual Averages

(68 chances out of 100)

Bage of Estimated percentage

percentage

{ thousandg) 1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90 | 25 or 75 50
-1~ T 2.3 3.2 5.0 6.9 10.0 11.6
S0veeeiusesvasnrnernnanns 1.6 2.3 3.6 4.9 7.1 8.2
100 e v evuvrvaonarnenennes 1.1 1.6 2.5 3.5 5.0 5.8
250 v ssssrnrnranravissrnas 0.7 1.0 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.7
(=1 ¢ Y 0.5 0.7 1.1 1,5 2.2 2.6
1,000, 00 ivivssssvsrssnas 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.6 1.8
2,500, 00 iissvrsrranissns 0.2 1 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.2
5,000, . i s isr s s 0.2 ! 0,2 0.4 0,5 0.7 0.8
10,000, s v ss svisssvssssnas 0.11 0.2 0,3 0.3 0.5 0.6
15,0000 ssvoorvassssnves 0.09 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
25,000, . s 0 seresvssssrnans 0.07 0.10 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4
SO,000 .. v vueeresssnssssss 0.05 0.07 0.11 0.2 0.2 0.3
100,000, vrssuovvvovansans 0,04 0.05 0.08 0.11 0.2 0.2

Table A-6. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons in Total o White Nonfarm Population Employed
in Nonagricultural fndustries for April-Centered Annual Averages

(68 chances out of 100}

Base of Estimated percentage

percentage

(thousands) 1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 | 10 or 90 25 or 75 50
1 T 1.7 2.4 3.8 5.2 7.5 8.7
SOriivisavrovvarassavanne 1.2 1.7 2.7 3.7 5.3 6.2
100, e eevmnrrrrvrvannnnas 0.9 1.2 1.9 2.6 3.8 4.4
250 . s viraarrreveaannnns 0.5 0.8 1.2 1.7 2.4 2.8
500. ., 0ursrrrroransrnvons 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.2 1.7 1.9
T4y000 . s v samruarnrrrasas 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.2 1.4
2,500, s rararnrrranas 0,2 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.8 0.9
5,000 .. vsvuerassanvoranns 0.12 0,2 0,3 0.4 0.5 0.6
10,000, s vesvruvessvrrassrs 0.09 0.12 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.4
15,000, v v vuvvvvrrvornvars 0,07 0.10 0.2 0.2 0,3 0.4
25,000 0 rvevrrrrrrnanrrans 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.2 0.2 0.3
50,000, . resvrresrvasrans 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.2 0.2
100,000, v vivissssnvonns 0.03 0.04 0.08 0.08 0,12 0.1i4

Note: TFor estimated percentages for Negro and other races, multiply the above standard

errorg by 0.95.
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Standard error of a difference. For a difference
etween two sample estimates, the standard error is
. approximately equal to the square root of the sum of
the squared standard errors of the estimates. This
formula will represent the actual standard error quite
accurately for the difference between two estimates of
the same characteristic in two different areas, or for the
difference between separate and uncorrelated character-
istics in the same area. If, however, there is a high
positive correlation between the two characteristics, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error. The
standard error of the change in the total farm popu-
lation from 1973 to 1974 is about 93,000. This
standard error was calculated by taking the standard
error of the average of the farm population estimates for
1973 and 1974, and multiplying that standard error by
a factor of 0.566, which reflects the high positive
correlation between total farm popuiation estimates for
successive years. T

Nlustration of the computation of the standard error
of a difference. Table 2 of this report shows that in
1974 there were 4,478,000 females on farms. The
apparent difference between the number of females
on farms and number of males on farms in 1974 is
307.000. The standard error {g,} of 4,785,000 males
is 104,000 as shown above. Table A-1 shows that the
standard error {oy} of an April-centered annual estimate
of 4,478,000 is approximately 99,000. To get the
standard error of the estimated change, the standard
error of a difference formula is used as follows:

=’ 2 2 n
OIX'Y} Ux + OY

Therefare, the standard eror of the estimated change of
307.000 is about

144,000 =.J{10'4.(]00]2 + {99,000)*

This means the chances are 68 out of 100 that the
estimated difference based on the samples would differ
from the difference derived using complete census
figures by less than 144,000, The 68 percent confidence
interval around the 307,000 differenceis from 163,000
to 451,000, i.e., 307,000 + 144,000. A conclusion that
the average estimate of the difference derived from all
possible samples of same size and design lies within a
range computed in this way would be correct for
roughly 68 percent of all possible samples, The 95
percent confidence interval is 19,000 to 595,000; thus,

2

we can conclude with 95 percent confidence that the
number of males on farms in 1974 was actually greater
than the number of females on farms in 1974.

Standard error of a ratio. The standard error of a
ratio, where the numerator and denominator are hoth
sample estimates, but the numerator is not a subset of
the denominator, cannot be read directly from any of
the standard error tables, It is possible to approximate
the standard error of certain ratios where the denomi-
nator, y, represents a count of families or households of
@ certain ciass and the numerator, x, represents a count
of persons with a particular characteristic who are
members of these families or households.

Example: The number of persons having the char-
acteristics in a given household may be 0, 1, 2, 3 or
more, &, for example, the average number of own
children under 18 per family or the average number of
persons aged 65 and over per family. For ratios of this
kind, the standard error is approximated by the fol-
iowing formula:

In this case, the standard error of the estimated
number of families or households, o, , should be
calculated from table A-3 and the standard error of the
estimated number of persons with the charactaristic,
0, .should be obtained from table A-1.

Standard error of a fertility rate. Table D shows that in
1974, there were 2,448 children ever born per 1,000
ever-married farm women aged 25 to 34, Table A-10
shows that there were about 326,000 women in this
group. Table A-9 shows the standard error of a rate of
2,448 children on a base of 326,000 women to be
approximately 184, Multiplying the standard érror of
184 by 1.38 (the factor for fertility standard errors of
the farm population), the standard error becomes 264.
Conseguently, the chances are 68 out of 100 that the
estimate would have shown a fertility rate differing
from a complete census figure by less than 254, The
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have
shown a fertility rate differing from a complete census
figure by less than 608 {twice the standard error), i.e.,
this 95 percent confidence interval would be between
1,940 and 2,956 children gver born per 1,000 ever-
married farm women aged 25 to 34, :
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Table A-7. Standard Errers of Estimated Percentages of Farm Families for Household and Family Characteristics .

(68 chances out of 100)

dase of estimated Estimated percentages

percentages

(+housands) 1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 i0 or 20 25 or 75 50
T 3.2 4.6 7.1 9.8 14.1 16.3
S50, . evre trvenrrrannn, 2.3 3.2 5.0 6.9 10.0 11.5
100 e et e et 1.6 2.3 3.5 4.9 7.1 8.1
250, .. .hh e PR . 1.0 1.4 2.2 3.1 4.5 5.2
BO0. v vvererrvvnrrnennnns 0.7 1.0 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.6
1,000. e, 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.2 2.6
2,800, ..., vi e, . 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.4 1.6
95,000............0... . 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.2
10,300, .....c0vvrrvneenns 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8
15,000, .....c0vvvrrrvenen, 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.8 0.7

Note: For estimated percentages of farm families with income or low-income character—

istics, multiply the above standard errors by 0.87.

For estimated percentuges of farm

families with metropolitan or nonmetropolitan characteristies, multipr®y the above standard

errors hy 1.4.

Table A.g. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Nonfarm Families for Household and Family Characteristics

Total or White Population

(68 chances out of 100)

Base o% percentages Estimated percentages
(thousands) 1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95 | 10 or 90 | 25 or 75 50

25 . it cer e N 2.3 3.3 5.1 7.1 10.2 11.8
50. . vt PO N 1.7 2.3 3.6 5.0 7.2 8.3
100, ... i v i i i i cr s N 1.2 1.6 2.6 3.5 5.1 5.9
250 s e PR 0.7 1.0 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.7
S500,.... 00 ter s 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.6 2.3 2.6
1,000. . trr e 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.6 1.9
2,500...... trer e 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.1
5,000........ vr e 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8
10,000. . 0.12 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
15,000......... PR . 0.10 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
25,000, rerr s e e 0.97 0.10 0.2 0.2 ¢, 3 0.4
50,000, . v, vunverrvvrras 0.05 0.07 0.11 0.2 0.2 0.3
100,000., .. vvrranrrnrnen 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.11 0.2 0.2

Note: For income and low-income characteristics for total or white nonfarm families
multiply the above standard errors hy 0.88; for Negro and other racez nonfarm families
multiply by ©.86. For estimated standard errors of percentages of Negro and other races for

household and family characteristics, multiply the above standard errors by 0.95.
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. Table A-9. Standard Errors of Estimated Fertility Rates for the Nonfarm Population
(68 chances out of 100)
Children ever born per 1,000 women
Number of women
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
250,000, ciriracsara 0.05 0.09 0,13 0.16 0,20 0,24 0.27 0,31
[ 500,000 ...,00rarans 0,04 0,06 0,09 0.12 0,14 0,17 0.19 0.22
I T50,000.,. 0 i0arrane 0,03 0,05 0,07 0.098 0,12 0,14 0.16 0,18
1,000,000..........- 0.03 0.05 0.05 0,08 0,10 0.12 0.14 0.16
2,000,000..........- 0. 02 0.03 0.05 0,06 0,07 0. 08 0,10 0.11
5,000,000........... 0.01 0,02 0.03 0,04 0.05 0.05 0,06 0,07
10,000,000..,.00000. 0.01 0.01 0,02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05
15,000,000,..,400.r- 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.03 0. 03 0.04 0. 04
20,000,000, . ,.000,.4 0.01 0.01 0,01 0,02 0,02 0.03 0.03 0,03
25,000,000, .+ 0000.n 0.01 0.01 0,01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03

Note: TFor standard errors of fertility rates for the farm population, multiply above
standard errors by l.38.

Table A-10. Estimates of the Number of Ever.Marrled Women and Number of Currently Married Women Reporting
Birth Expectations, by Age, Race, and Farm-Nonfarm Residence: June 1974 CPS

(Numbers in thousands)

Total White Negro and other races
. Women by age
Total Farm | Nonfarm ] Total Farm |Nonfarm | Total Farm |Nonfarm
WOMEN EVER MARRIED
Total, 15 to
44 years....| 31,493 | 1,016 30,476 | 27,652 976 26,677 3,841 40 3,799
15 to 24 years..... 7,027 182 6,845 6,204 169 6,036 823 13 805
25 to 34 years.....| 13,425 326 13,099 | 11,830 320 11,511 1,595 6 1,588
35 to 44 years..... | 11,041 508 10,532 9,618 487 9,130 1,423 21 1,402
[ §
WOMEN CURRENTLY
MARRIED
14 to 39 years old,
- . rerorting birth
expectations...... { 19,020 630 18,389 117,221 608 16,612 ,798 21 1,777

Source: U.8. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-20, Ne. 277,
Fertility Expectations of American Women: 1874, tables 7, 18, 17,

T
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